












Remember…
Turn your ballot over!  
There may be candidates and/or ballot proposals to vote for on the back.

Be sure to vote for every office and every ballot question.  
The scanner will not tell you that you failed to mark an oval for one or more races  
or ballot questions. This is called “undervoting.” Look your ballot over carefully 
before you scan it. Be sure you voted for every race and every ballot proposal.  
Once the scanner accepts your ballot, you will not get a second chance to vote.

Fill in the oval completely.  
Do not use “X” or “ ” or circle the oval.

Vote for only one person unless instructed otherwise.  
In the first column of each row, the ballot will say how many choices you have.  
In most cases, it will say “Vote for ONE”, but in some cases it may say “Vote for  
any TWO”, “Vote for any THREE”, etc. Please read the ballot carefully so you  
do not overvote or undervote.

You can vote for a write-in candidate.  
If you want to vote for a candidate who is not listed on the ballot, you must:  
 (1) completely fill in the oval in the area provided for write-in candidates and  
 (2) write or stamp the name of the candidate in that same box.

There is more than one scanner at most poll sites.  
Hand your voter card to the poll worker and he or she will tell you which scanner  
to use.

Problems & Solutions
I made a mistake marking my ballot.  
Do not try to erase or change your ballot. Ask a poll worker for a new ballot.  
Each voter can request up to 3 ballots total.

I “overvoted” (filled in too many ovals for a contest).  
If you overvote, your vote for that office or ballot proposal will not be counted.  
If you realize you have overvoted before placing your ballot in the scanner, ask  
a poll worker for a new ballot to fill out. If you insert a ballot with an overvote  
into the scanner, the display screen will show an error message with two choices. 
Select “Don’t Cast – Return Ballot”, and the scanner will return your ballot so you 
can ask a poll worker for a new ballot to fill out. If you choose “Cast Ballot”, the 
scanner will keep your ballot and your vote will not be counted for the contest in 
which you overvoted, but the rest of your choices will count.

The text is too small; I can’t read my paper ballot.  
There will be a magnifying sheet available. You can also ask to use a Ballot Marking 
Device (BMD) or ask a friend to help you.

Make sure to vote on all six ballot proposals!
»  The questions may be on the back.

»   Vote  YES or  NO by filling in the correct oval completely for each question. 

Go to pages 18-19 to learn more about the ballot proposals.

1 | Get Your Ballot
» Go to your designated poll site, sign in, and  

get your paper ballot and voter card from the  
poll worker.

» A privacy sleeve will be provided to shield your 
ballot from view after you have marked it.

» Go to the privacy booth or request to use the  
ballot marking device (BMD). 

3 | Scan Your Ballot
» Take your ballot and voter card to the scanner area.
» Select your language of choice by touching the  

corresponding button on the screen.
» Insert your marked ballot into the scanner to cast  

your vote. The scanner accepts ballots in any  
direction and reads both sides. The scanner will  
notify you when your vote has been cast.

1

2

3

2 | Mark Both Sides of Your Ballot
» Mark your ballot by completely darkening the  

oval next to your choice using the pen provided.

Correct Incorrect

J. Doe J. Doe J. Doe J. Doe 

» Do NOT use an “X” or a “ ”,  
circle the oval, or make stray marks on the ballot.

» For a write-in candidate, fill in the appropriate 
oval and write in the candidate’s name.

» Do NOT fold your ballot. 

Using the  
Ballot  
Marking  
Device 
(BMD)

The BMD provides two ways for voters  
to access the ballot:
1. See the ballot on the display screen.
2. Listen to the ballot through audio headphones.

The BMD provides four ways for voters  
to mark the ballot:
1. Touch Screen
2. Key Pad (Braille)
3. Sip & Puff Device
4. Rocker Paddle

Follow these steps to mark your ballot  
using the BMD:
» Decide how you will access and mark the ballot.
» Insert your ballot into the feed tray.
» Select your preferred language.
» The BMD will guide you through the process of  

making your choices and reviewing your selections.
» To change a selection, select the contest or issue you  

would like to change and reselect the proper choice. 
Select “NEXT” to return to the summary screen.

» Select “Mark Ballot” to print your marked ballot.
» Take your printed ballot and voter card to the  

scanner area.
» If you would like assistance inserting your ballot  

into the scanner, a poll worker will assist you.

How to Vote

Important Notes and Solutions to Common Problems!

2013 General Election November 5  |  6:00 am to 9:00 pm    17 



On November 5th, you will also be voting  YES or  NO  
on six ballot proposals to amend the New York State  
Constitution. For each proposal, we have provided the  
official text of the ballot question; a summary describing 
it; and reasons to vote yes or no, which were prepared  
by the CFB based on media coverage and other public 
commentary and do not necessarily reflect all the reasons  
to support or oppose each proposal.

For “pro” and “con” statements from organizations and  
individuals who support or oppose each proposal, visit  
the online Voter Guide at www.nyccfb.info/voterguide.

New York State Ballot Proposals

Proposal 1  |  Authorizing Casino Gaming

The proposed amendment to section 9 of article 1 of the Constitution would  
allow the Legislature to authorize up to seven casinos in New York State for  
the legislated purposes of promoting job growth, increasing aid to schools, and 
permitting local governments to lower property taxes through revenues generated. 

Shall the proposed amendment be approved?  YES or  NO

An umbrella prohibition against gambling was added to the State Constitution in 
1894. The Constitution has since been amended to allow certain forms of gambling 
– including state lotteries and wagering on horse racing – but casino gambling 
remains illegal in New York.

This proposal would amend the State Constitution to permit casino gambling at no  
more than seven facilities statewide for the legislated purposes of promoting job  
growth, increasing aid to schools, and permitting local governments to lower property  
taxes through revenues generated. Under a law enacted by the state legislature 
this year, if the ballot proposal is passed, up to four casinos could be placed right 
away in three upstate regions: the Hudson Valley-Catskill area, the Capital District-
Saratoga area, and the Southern Tier. The law prohibits additional casinos for at 
least seven years. 

Under this law, if this ballot proposal does not pass, gambling would be authorized 
at up to four new video lottery gaming facilities.

Reasons to Vote  YES
» Casinos will jumpstart the economies of economically depressed regions  

upstate by attracting tourists, creating jobs, and generating revenue. 

» This will generate substantial tax revenues for state and local governments.  
Most of these revenues would be used to finance public education and lower 
property taxes. 

» Casino gambling is a fun recreational activity that should be more accessible  
to New Yorkers. 

» Many state residents already visit casinos in neighboring states such as  
New Jersey and Connecticut. New York should reap the profits from New York 
residents’ gambling, not these other states.

» There should be a coherent, uniform state policy with respect to casino  
gambling. New York already permits video lottery terminals at racetracks  
and has five Vegas-style casinos on Native American tribal land, as permitted 
under federal law.

Reasons to Vote  NO
» Legalized casinos are a predatory scheme to raise money from the poor and 

vulnerable. They would lead to an increase in compulsive gambling, which has 
financial and social consequences for victims and their loved ones. 

» Casinos attract illegal activities such as forgery, fraud, theft, embezzlement,  
and prostitution. These and other problems caused by gambling could cost the 
state nearly $400 million per year. 

» We should not permit casinos in New York before we more carefully study  
their potential impact. Casinos do not guarantee economic development,  
and sometimes have little overall economic effect.

» Casinos in New York will not be especially profitable, and will have a limited 
impact on regional economies, because the Northeast has recently become  
saturated with casinos. 

» This proposal would have minimal short-term impact downstate because casinos 
would not be developed in New York City and nearby counties for at least seven years.

» We’re always promised that new state revenues will go toward education and 
lowering taxes, but this never seems to happen.  

Proposal 2  |   Additional Civil Service Credit for Veterans with Disabilities  
Certified Post-Appointment

The proposed amendment to section 6 of article 5 of the Constitution would  
entitle a veteran who has received civil service credit for a civil service  
appointment or promotion and subsequently is certified as disabled to  
additional civil service credit at a subsequent appointment or promotion. 

Shall the proposed amendment be approved?  YES or  NO

Under the State Constitution, military veterans receive additional credit on civil 
service exams: 5 points for an original appointment and 2½ points for a promotion.  
Veterans certified as disabled receive more credit: 10 points for an original  
appointment and 5 points for a promotion. Currently, civil service credit for military 
service is applied only once – if a veteran is classified as disabled at a later date,  
he or she does not receive the higher amount of credit. 

This proposal would allow veterans who are certified disabled after having already 
received credit at one appointment or promotion to receive additional credit one more  
time after certification of their disability.  After being certified disabled, a veteran 
would be entitled to an additional grant of credit equal to the difference between 10  
and the number of points received at the initial appointment or promotion. This would  
bring the total additional points of civil service credit a disabled veteran can receive 
to 10 for a subsequent promotion or appointment. 

Reasons to Vote  YES
» It should not matter when a veteran is disabled for calculating civil service credit. 

This proposal closes that loophole. 

» Our veterans have risked their lives for us and deserve our full support when they 
come home. 

Reasons to Vote  NO
» The civil service system already adequately compensates disabled veterans.  

More compensation is not needed. 

Proposal 3  |   Exclusion of Indebtedness Contracted for Sewage Facilities

The proposed amendment to Article 8, section 5 of the Constitution would 
extend for ten years, until January 1, 2024, the authority of counties, cities, 
towns, and villages to exclude from their constitutional debt limits indebtedness 
contracted for the construction or reconstruction of sewage facilities. 

Shall the proposed amendment be approved?  YES or  NO

The State Constitution places limits on the debts that may be incurred by counties,  
cities, towns, and villages. Currently, debts incurred between 1962 through the end 
of this year for the construction or reconstruction of sewage facilities are exempt 
from constitutional debt limits. The proposal would extend this exemption for another 
ten years, to include all such debts incurred through the end of 2023. 

Reasons to Vote  YES
» This exemption would allow cities and towns to maintain high-quality sewage 

systems without exceeding their constitutional debt limitations. 

» This proposal would allow municipalities to continue an appropriate financial-
management practice that has been in place for over 50 years. 

Reasons to Vote  NO
» This proposal would allow municipalities to accumulate excessive debt that  

could impose crippling obligations on future taxpayers. 

» This exemption sets a bad precedent by allowing municipalities to get around 
debt limits. If we think the debt limits are too onerous, then we should revise  
the debt limits.

Proposal 4  |  Settling Disputed Title in the Forest Preserve

The proposed amendment to section 1 of article 14 of the Constitution would 
authorize the Legislature to settle longstanding disputes between the State 
and private entities over certain parcels of land within the forest preserve in 
the town of Long Lake, Hamilton County. In exchange for giving up its claim to 
disputed parcels, the State would get land to be incorporated into the forest 
preserve that would benefit the forest preserve more than the disputed parcels 
currently do. 

Shall the proposed amendment be approved?  YES or  NO

All of the state-owned land within the Adirondacks must be kept “forever wild” 
under the State Constitution. For more than a century, the titles to parcels of land  
in the town of Long Lake, Hamilton County have been in dispute, with both the  
state and private individuals claiming ownership. The state cannot transfer any of 
these parcels to a private owner without an amendment to the State Constitution. 
This proposed amendment would allow the state to give up its claim to disputed 
parcels in exchange for forest land of greater value, which would be added to  
Adirondack Park. The potential land exchange would occur only if the Legislature 
determines that the land to be conveyed to the state would benefit the forest  
preserve more than the disputed parcels do.  

Reasons to Vote  YES
» This proposal would allow residents living on these disputed parcels to remain 

while adding more beneficial forest land to the Land Preserve for the public to enjoy.

» Resolving this decades-long land dispute through the courts would be expensive; 
the state can potentially save these costs if this proposal passes. 

Reasons to Vote  NO
» The state should not give public land to private owners.

» According to the Constitution, this land is supposed to be kept “forever wild.”  
If the state gives up its fight for this land, the entire forest preserve is in jeopardy.  

» The Legislature cannot be trusted to obtain land in exchange that will benefit the 
forest preserve more than the disputed parcels do. 

Proposal 5  |   In Relation to a Land Exchange in the State Forest Preserve with 
NYCO Minerals, Inc.

The proposed amendment to section 1 of article 14 of the Constitution would 
authorize the Legislature to convey forest preserve land located in the town 
of Lewis, Essex County, to NYCO Minerals, a private company that plans on 
expanding an existing mine that adjoins the forest preserve land. In exchange, 
the NYCO Minerals would give the State at least the same amount of land of at 
least the same value, with a minimum assessed value of $1 million, to be added 
to the forest preserve. When NYCO Minerals finishes mining, it would restore 
the condition of the land and return it to the forest preserve. 

Shall the proposed amendment be approved?  YES or  NO

All of the state-owned land within the Adirondacks must be kept “forever wild” 
under the State Constitution. It is thus necessary to amend the state Constitution  
in order to transfer any of this land to another owner. 

This proposal would permit the state to transfer title to approximately 200 acres of  
Adirondack Park in Essex County to NYCO Minerals, a private mining company that  
operates a mine adjacent to the forest preserve. In exchange, NYCO Minerals would  
transfer to the state at least the same quantity of land, with a minimum assessed 
value of $1 million, to be added to the forest preserve. When NYCO Minerals finishes  
mining, the company would restore the condition of the land it received in the exchange  
and return it to the forest preserve.

The proposed amendment also would allow NYCO Minerals to test to determine the 
quantity and quality of the mineral to be mined on the land to be exchanged before 
the exchange occurs. It would require NYCO Minerals to give the State its test results  
so that the State can use them to determine the value of the land to be conveyed to 
NYCO Minerals. The proposed amendment also would require that if, after testing, 
NYCO Minerals does not want the forest preserve land, NYCO Minerals still must 
give the State at least the same amount of land of at least the same value of the  
land that was disturbed by the testing. This land would be incorporated into the 
forest preserve. 

Reasons to Vote  YES
» Allowing NYCO Minerals to use the land could extend the life of its mine by at 

least a decade, saving more than 100 jobs in the area. The company’s current 
mine has only three more years of expected life. 

» The Forest Preserve contains the only viable mining location in the region.  
Other potential mining sites would be much more difficult and costly to mine. 

» The proposal would not diminish the amount of land available for the public to  
enjoy in the short term, and would ultimately increase the size of the preserve 
once NYCO Minerals returns the land it received to the State.

Reasons to Vote  NO
» This sets a bad precedent because it would be the first swap of Adirondack Park 

land undertaken for private commercial gain. 

» NYCO should not mine on Adirondack Park land when it could mine at an alternate  
site two miles away called Oak Hill. 

» Mined lands that will be returned to the Park will have suffered ecological destruction. 

» There are a number of scenarios under which NYCO Minerals might never return 
the exchanged land to the public trust, or might return it in a damaged state, such 
as if the company were to go out of business. This could make the land unsuitable 
for public use or require public dollars to rehabilitate.

Proposal 6  |   Increasing Age until which Certain State Judges Can Serve

The proposed amendment to the Constitution, amending sections 2 and 25 of 
article 6, would increase the maximum age until which certain state judges 
may serve as follows: (a) a Justice of the Supreme Court would be eligible for 
five additional two-year terms after the present retirement age of 70, instead  
of the three such terms currently authorized; and (b) a Judge of the Court of  
Appeals who reaches the age of 70 while in office would be permitted to remain  
in service on the Court for up to 10 years beyond the present retirement age of  
70 in order to complete the term to which that Judge was appointed. 

Shall the proposed amendment be approved?  YES or  NO

Judges of the Court of Appeals — the state’s highest court — serve 14-year terms, 
but under the State Constitution, they must retire once they reach the mandatory 
retirement age of 70, even if they have not served their terms to completion.  
The proposed amendment would permit a Judge who reaches the age of 70 while  
in office to remain in service on the Court for up to 10 additional years in order to  
complete the term to which that Judge was appointed.

Justices of the Supreme Court – the state’s trial and appellate division courts – also 
must retire at age 70 under the Constitution, but are permitted to serve up to three 
two-year terms after they reach retirement age if their services are needed and 
they are deemed competent to perform the full duties of the office. This proposal 
would permit Supreme Court justices to serve two additional post-retirement terms, 
also allowing them to serve until age 80. 

Reasons to Vote  YES
» The current mandatory retirement ages were set in 1869. Considering that life 

expectancy is now much higher and many senior citizens lead active and healthy 
lives, it no longer makes sense to force judges to retire at age 70. 

» This proposal will allow the most experienced judges to remain on the bench. 
Older judges may be more effective than younger judges due to their experience 
and the fact that their decisions may be less influenced by personal career prospects. 

» Four current members of the U.S. Supreme Court are over 70, and have showed 
no signs of slowing down. If these judges sat on New York State’s highest court, 
they would have already been forced to retire.

Reasons to Vote  NO
» We need younger and more diverse judges to bring a fresh perspective to the 

courts – not older judges serving longer. 

» This proposal could result in judges serving after they are no longer mentally or 
physically capable. 

» All judges in New York State should be subject to the same mandatory retirement 
age. This proposal creates a two-tiered system where statewide judges can 
retire later than judges in local and specialized courts, whose current retirement 
age of 70 would be unaffected.
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On November 5th, you will also be voting  YES or  NO  
on six ballot proposals to amend the New York State  
Constitution. For each proposal, we have provided the  
official text of the ballot question; a summary describing 
it; and reasons to vote yes or no, which were prepared  
by the CFB based on media coverage and other public 
commentary and do not necessarily reflect all the reasons  
to support or oppose each proposal.

For “pro” and “con” statements from organizations and  
individuals who support or oppose each proposal, visit  
the online Voter Guide at www.nyccfb.info/voterguide.

New York State Ballot Proposals

Proposal 1  |  Authorizing Casino Gaming

The proposed amendment to section 9 of article 1 of the Constitution would  
allow the Legislature to authorize up to seven casinos in New York State for  
the legislated purposes of promoting job growth, increasing aid to schools, and 
permitting local governments to lower property taxes through revenues generated. 

Shall the proposed amendment be approved?  YES or  NO

An umbrella prohibition against gambling was added to the State Constitution in 
1894. The Constitution has since been amended to allow certain forms of gambling 
– including state lotteries and wagering on horse racing – but casino gambling 
remains illegal in New York.

This proposal would amend the State Constitution to permit casino gambling at no  
more than seven facilities statewide for the legislated purposes of promoting job  
growth, increasing aid to schools, and permitting local governments to lower property  
taxes through revenues generated. Under a law enacted by the state legislature 
this year, if the ballot proposal is passed, up to four casinos could be placed right 
away in three upstate regions: the Hudson Valley-Catskill area, the Capital District-
Saratoga area, and the Southern Tier. The law prohibits additional casinos for at 
least seven years. 

Under this law, if this ballot proposal does not pass, gambling would be authorized 
at up to four new video lottery gaming facilities.

Reasons to Vote  YES
» Casinos will jumpstart the economies of economically depressed regions  

upstate by attracting tourists, creating jobs, and generating revenue. 

» This will generate substantial tax revenues for state and local governments.  
Most of these revenues would be used to finance public education and lower 
property taxes. 

» Casino gambling is a fun recreational activity that should be more accessible  
to New Yorkers. 

» Many state residents already visit casinos in neighboring states such as  
New Jersey and Connecticut. New York should reap the profits from New York 
residents’ gambling, not these other states.

» There should be a coherent, uniform state policy with respect to casino  
gambling. New York already permits video lottery terminals at racetracks  
and has five Vegas-style casinos on Native American tribal land, as permitted 
under federal law.

Reasons to Vote  NO
» Legalized casinos are a predatory scheme to raise money from the poor and 

vulnerable. They would lead to an increase in compulsive gambling, which has 
financial and social consequences for victims and their loved ones. 

» Casinos attract illegal activities such as forgery, fraud, theft, embezzlement,  
and prostitution. These and other problems caused by gambling could cost the 
state nearly $400 million per year. 

» We should not permit casinos in New York before we more carefully study  
their potential impact. Casinos do not guarantee economic development,  
and sometimes have little overall economic effect.

» Casinos in New York will not be especially profitable, and will have a limited 
impact on regional economies, because the Northeast has recently become  
saturated with casinos. 

» This proposal would have minimal short-term impact downstate because casinos 
would not be developed in New York City and nearby counties for at least seven years.

» We’re always promised that new state revenues will go toward education and 
lowering taxes, but this never seems to happen.  

Proposal 2  |   Additional Civil Service Credit for Veterans with Disabilities  
Certified Post-Appointment

The proposed amendment to section 6 of article 5 of the Constitution would  
entitle a veteran who has received civil service credit for a civil service  
appointment or promotion and subsequently is certified as disabled to  
additional civil service credit at a subsequent appointment or promotion. 

Shall the proposed amendment be approved?  YES or  NO

Under the State Constitution, military veterans receive additional credit on civil 
service exams: 5 points for an original appointment and 2½ points for a promotion.  
Veterans certified as disabled receive more credit: 10 points for an original  
appointment and 5 points for a promotion. Currently, civil service credit for military 
service is applied only once – if a veteran is classified as disabled at a later date,  
he or she does not receive the higher amount of credit. 

This proposal would allow veterans who are certified disabled after having already 
received credit at one appointment or promotion to receive additional credit one more  
time after certification of their disability.  After being certified disabled, a veteran 
would be entitled to an additional grant of credit equal to the difference between 10  
and the number of points received at the initial appointment or promotion. This would  
bring the total additional points of civil service credit a disabled veteran can receive 
to 10 for a subsequent promotion or appointment. 

Reasons to Vote  YES
» It should not matter when a veteran is disabled for calculating civil service credit. 

This proposal closes that loophole. 

» Our veterans have risked their lives for us and deserve our full support when they 
come home. 

Reasons to Vote  NO
» The civil service system already adequately compensates disabled veterans.  

More compensation is not needed. 

Proposal 3  |   Exclusion of Indebtedness Contracted for Sewage Facilities

The proposed amendment to Article 8, section 5 of the Constitution would 
extend for ten years, until January 1, 2024, the authority of counties, cities, 
towns, and villages to exclude from their constitutional debt limits indebtedness 
contracted for the construction or reconstruction of sewage facilities. 

Shall the proposed amendment be approved?  YES or  NO

The State Constitution places limits on the debts that may be incurred by counties,  
cities, towns, and villages. Currently, debts incurred between 1962 through the end 
of this year for the construction or reconstruction of sewage facilities are exempt 
from constitutional debt limits. The proposal would extend this exemption for another 
ten years, to include all such debts incurred through the end of 2023. 

Reasons to Vote  YES
» This exemption would allow cities and towns to maintain high-quality sewage 

systems without exceeding their constitutional debt limitations. 

» This proposal would allow municipalities to continue an appropriate financial-
management practice that has been in place for over 50 years. 

Reasons to Vote  NO
» This proposal would allow municipalities to accumulate excessive debt that  

could impose crippling obligations on future taxpayers. 

» This exemption sets a bad precedent by allowing municipalities to get around 
debt limits. If we think the debt limits are too onerous, then we should revise  
the debt limits.

Proposal 4  |  Settling Disputed Title in the Forest Preserve

The proposed amendment to section 1 of article 14 of the Constitution would 
authorize the Legislature to settle longstanding disputes between the State 
and private entities over certain parcels of land within the forest preserve in 
the town of Long Lake, Hamilton County. In exchange for giving up its claim to 
disputed parcels, the State would get land to be incorporated into the forest 
preserve that would benefit the forest preserve more than the disputed parcels 
currently do. 

Shall the proposed amendment be approved?  YES or  NO

All of the state-owned land within the Adirondacks must be kept “forever wild” 
under the State Constitution. For more than a century, the titles to parcels of land  
in the town of Long Lake, Hamilton County have been in dispute, with both the  
state and private individuals claiming ownership. The state cannot transfer any of 
these parcels to a private owner without an amendment to the State Constitution. 
This proposed amendment would allow the state to give up its claim to disputed 
parcels in exchange for forest land of greater value, which would be added to  
Adirondack Park. The potential land exchange would occur only if the Legislature 
determines that the land to be conveyed to the state would benefit the forest  
preserve more than the disputed parcels do.  

Reasons to Vote  YES
» This proposal would allow residents living on these disputed parcels to remain 

while adding more beneficial forest land to the Land Preserve for the public to enjoy.

» Resolving this decades-long land dispute through the courts would be expensive; 
the state can potentially save these costs if this proposal passes. 

Reasons to Vote  NO
» The state should not give public land to private owners.

» According to the Constitution, this land is supposed to be kept “forever wild.”  
If the state gives up its fight for this land, the entire forest preserve is in jeopardy.  

» The Legislature cannot be trusted to obtain land in exchange that will benefit the 
forest preserve more than the disputed parcels do. 

Proposal 5  |   In Relation to a Land Exchange in the State Forest Preserve with 
NYCO Minerals, Inc.

The proposed amendment to section 1 of article 14 of the Constitution would 
authorize the Legislature to convey forest preserve land located in the town 
of Lewis, Essex County, to NYCO Minerals, a private company that plans on 
expanding an existing mine that adjoins the forest preserve land. In exchange, 
the NYCO Minerals would give the State at least the same amount of land of at 
least the same value, with a minimum assessed value of $1 million, to be added 
to the forest preserve. When NYCO Minerals finishes mining, it would restore 
the condition of the land and return it to the forest preserve. 

Shall the proposed amendment be approved?  YES or  NO

All of the state-owned land within the Adirondacks must be kept “forever wild” 
under the State Constitution. It is thus necessary to amend the state Constitution  
in order to transfer any of this land to another owner. 

This proposal would permit the state to transfer title to approximately 200 acres of  
Adirondack Park in Essex County to NYCO Minerals, a private mining company that  
operates a mine adjacent to the forest preserve. In exchange, NYCO Minerals would  
transfer to the state at least the same quantity of land, with a minimum assessed 
value of $1 million, to be added to the forest preserve. When NYCO Minerals finishes  
mining, the company would restore the condition of the land it received in the exchange  
and return it to the forest preserve.

The proposed amendment also would allow NYCO Minerals to test to determine the 
quantity and quality of the mineral to be mined on the land to be exchanged before 
the exchange occurs. It would require NYCO Minerals to give the State its test results  
so that the State can use them to determine the value of the land to be conveyed to 
NYCO Minerals. The proposed amendment also would require that if, after testing, 
NYCO Minerals does not want the forest preserve land, NYCO Minerals still must 
give the State at least the same amount of land of at least the same value of the  
land that was disturbed by the testing. This land would be incorporated into the 
forest preserve. 

Reasons to Vote  YES
» Allowing NYCO Minerals to use the land could extend the life of its mine by at 

least a decade, saving more than 100 jobs in the area. The company’s current 
mine has only three more years of expected life. 

» The Forest Preserve contains the only viable mining location in the region.  
Other potential mining sites would be much more difficult and costly to mine. 

» The proposal would not diminish the amount of land available for the public to  
enjoy in the short term, and would ultimately increase the size of the preserve 
once NYCO Minerals returns the land it received to the State.

Reasons to Vote  NO
» This sets a bad precedent because it would be the first swap of Adirondack Park 

land undertaken for private commercial gain. 

» NYCO should not mine on Adirondack Park land when it could mine at an alternate  
site two miles away called Oak Hill. 

» Mined lands that will be returned to the Park will have suffered ecological destruction. 

» There are a number of scenarios under which NYCO Minerals might never return 
the exchanged land to the public trust, or might return it in a damaged state, such 
as if the company were to go out of business. This could make the land unsuitable 
for public use or require public dollars to rehabilitate.

Proposal 6  |   Increasing Age until which Certain State Judges Can Serve

The proposed amendment to the Constitution, amending sections 2 and 25 of 
article 6, would increase the maximum age until which certain state judges 
may serve as follows: (a) a Justice of the Supreme Court would be eligible for 
five additional two-year terms after the present retirement age of 70, instead  
of the three such terms currently authorized; and (b) a Judge of the Court of  
Appeals who reaches the age of 70 while in office would be permitted to remain  
in service on the Court for up to 10 years beyond the present retirement age of  
70 in order to complete the term to which that Judge was appointed. 

Shall the proposed amendment be approved?  YES or  NO

Judges of the Court of Appeals — the state’s highest court — serve 14-year terms, 
but under the State Constitution, they must retire once they reach the mandatory 
retirement age of 70, even if they have not served their terms to completion.  
The proposed amendment would permit a Judge who reaches the age of 70 while  
in office to remain in service on the Court for up to 10 additional years in order to  
complete the term to which that Judge was appointed.

Justices of the Supreme Court – the state’s trial and appellate division courts – also 
must retire at age 70 under the Constitution, but are permitted to serve up to three 
two-year terms after they reach retirement age if their services are needed and 
they are deemed competent to perform the full duties of the office. This proposal 
would permit Supreme Court justices to serve two additional post-retirement terms, 
also allowing them to serve until age 80. 

Reasons to Vote  YES
» The current mandatory retirement ages were set in 1869. Considering that life 

expectancy is now much higher and many senior citizens lead active and healthy 
lives, it no longer makes sense to force judges to retire at age 70. 

» This proposal will allow the most experienced judges to remain on the bench. 
Older judges may be more effective than younger judges due to their experience 
and the fact that their decisions may be less influenced by personal career prospects. 

» Four current members of the U.S. Supreme Court are over 70, and have showed 
no signs of slowing down. If these judges sat on New York State’s highest court, 
they would have already been forced to retire.

Reasons to Vote  NO
» We need younger and more diverse judges to bring a fresh perspective to the 

courts – not older judges serving longer. 

» This proposal could result in judges serving after they are no longer mentally or 
physically capable. 

» All judges in New York State should be subject to the same mandatory retirement 
age. This proposal creates a two-tiered system where statewide judges can 
retire later than judges in local and specialized courts, whose current retirement 
age of 70 would be unaffected.
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Upcoming General Election Debates

New York City Campaign Finance Board 
is a nonpartisan, independent city agency that enhances the role of New York City 
residents in elections. The CFB’s mission is to increase voter participation and 
awareness, provide campaign fi nance information to the public, enable more citizens 
to run for offi ce, strengthen the role of small contributors, and reduce the potential 
for actual or perceived corruption.

The CFB’s NYC Votes campaign promotes voter registration, voting, and civic 
engagement through community outreach and partnerships with public and 
private organizations. For information on programs and events for potential 
voters, call 212-306-7100 or visit www.nyccfb.info/nycvotes.

The CFB enforces the Campaign Finance Act, which sets limits and restrictions 
on campaign contributions to candidates for local offi ce. Candidates are required 
to disclose exactly where their contributions come from and how the money 
is spent. The CFB also collects and discloses information about independent 
expenditures in local elections. The CFB makes this information public on its 
website, www.nyccfb.info. Candidates must also abide by “Doing Business” 
restrictions aimed at reducing the perception of “pay-to-play” in local government. 
Candidates have the option of joining the voluntary Campaign Finance Program, 
which provides public matching funds to qualifi ed candidates who agree to abide 
by strictly enforced spending limits. The public matching funds program allows 
candidates with suffi cient public support to run competitive campaigns without 
seeking out large campaign contributions or relying on personal wealth.

If you are interested in running for city offi ce, or in learning more about how the 
CFB helps make NYC elections in New York more open and democratic, please 
check out our website at www.nyccfb.info or contact the CFB at 40 Rector St., 
7th Floor, New York, NY 10006. You can also email us at info@nyccfb.info. 

nyc votes | web | mobile | print | video | social

Video Voter Guide Schedule

The Video Voter Guide will air on NYC gov at 7pm every night, beginning Monday, October 28th. Each broadcast 
will begin with candidates for citywide offi ce, followed by candidates for borough president and City Council, 
with a different borough leading off each night.

Find NYC gov on Cablevision and Time Warner Cable Channel 74, RCN Channel 81, or Verizon FiOs Channel 24.

Did you miss a broadcast?
Stream all the candidate videos from their profi le pages at at www.nyccfb.info/voterguide. 
Catch up on past debates at www.nyccfb.info/debates.

This Voter Guide was prepared by the Communications Unit of the Campaign Finance Board: 
Jinhui Bao, Jing Cao, Crystal Choy, Winnie Ng, Karina Schroeder and Elizabeth A. Upp, 
with the assistance of Hannah Egerton, Anne Guo, Katharine G. Loving, Maran-Atha Taylor, 
and Simon C. Wu.

The New York City 2013 General Election Voter Guide. Copyright © 2013 by the New York City 
Campaign Finance Board. All rights reserved. Cover and interior design by Baseline Group NY. 
Made in the U.S.A. 

Brooklyn
Monday, Oct. 28th 

Bronx
Tuesday, Oct. 29th 

Manhattan
Wednesday, Oct. 30th 

Queens
Thursday, Oct. 31st 

Staten Island
Friday, Nov. 1st 

Mayor 
Tuesday, Oct. 22, 7pm 
TV   CBS 2 News (English) 

WLNY-TV 10/55 (Spanish)
Radio  1010 WINS 

WCBS Newsradio 880

Tuesday, Oct. 29, 7pm
TV  NBC 4 New York (English) 

Telemundo Nueva York 
(Spanish)

Radio WOR Radio

Public Advocate
Saturday, Oct. 19, 7pm
TV  NBC 4 New York (English) 

Telemundo Nueva York 
(Spanish)

Radio WOR Radio

Comptroller 
Thursday, Oct. 24, 7pm
TV  CBS 2 News (English) 

WLNY-TV 10/55 
(Spanish)

Radio WCBS Newsradio 880

These debates are sponsored by 

If only one candidate meets the debate criteria, the debate will be canceled.

For voting info on the go, 
visit www.nycvotes.org 
from your mobile device.
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